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APPENDIX A-1

FACILITY INSPECTION FORM FOR COMPLIANCE WITH INTERIM

STATUS STANDARDS COVERING GROUND-WATER MONITORING

Company Adcress: East Superier

Company Name: m, @4m ,{’um ; EPA I.D. Number: & 11 2200 5-55-5/30

H Insplector's Name: /Vlc /\/l(/

Alnw, m

Company Contact/Official: Bf.n &,-’/‘l."i&

Title: F:ﬁv' 'y l’v\v’.‘v‘("l‘{t., {—511‘ Yalded o
—— w;

Type of facility: (check aporopriately)

‘a) surface impoundment
b) landfill

¢) land treatment faeility
d) dispcsal waste pile*

Ground-Water Monitoring Program

1. Was the ground-water monitoring program

.reviewed prior to site visit?
If "Noﬂ,

a) Was the ground-water program
reviewed at the facility prior
to site inspection?

2. Has a ground-water monitoring program
(capable of determining the facility's
impact on the ‘quality of groundwater in
the uppermcst aquifer underlying the
facility) been implemented? 2635.30(a)

; Braneh/Organization:

; Date of Inspection:__5-29-54

Yes No Unknown Waived
v
e
' s

v B

*Listed separate from landfill for convenience of identification.

al-1



265.91(a)(1) | v

a) Are ground-watar samples
from the uppermost aquifer, represen=
tative of background ground-water
quality and not affectad by the facility
(es ensured by proper well number,
locations and depths?) ' v

3. Has at least one monitoring well bean
instailed in the uppermost aquifar
hydraulically upgradient {rom the Lmit
of the waste managament ares?

4. . Have at least three monitoring wells been
installed hydraulically downgradieat at the
limit of the wast2 handling or managament
area? 253.91(a}(2)

a) Do weil number, lccaticns and ceoths
-ensure oromot detacticn of any
statisticzaily significant amounts of BW
or 5 cconstituents that migrat2 from
the wast2 management arez 10 the
uppermecst aguiier?

Have the loceticns of the wastia managament.

areas been verified to ccnform with infor-
maticn in the ground-watar pregram? /

a)
)

;

c)

a) If the facility eontains muitiple waste
managament comecnents, is each
csmponent adacuataly menitored?

8. Do the numbers, lceations, and depths

of the ground-watar mcnitcring wells

agree with the data in the ground-water }
monitering syste:n gregram? ' /

If "No", explain diseresancies.

7. Well completion details. 283.81(c)

Are wells groperly cased? /

Are wells screened {(gericrated)
and packed wihere necessary to 2nable
sampling at ascropriata depins? R4

No Unknown Waived

Are annular spaces precerly sealed
to oreveat eontamination of gTeund-

watas? . Moedly
. 'l




A

9.

- Has a ground-water sampling and analysis

plan been developed? 263. 92(a)

a)
b)
c)

Has it been followed?

Is the plan kept at the facility?
Does the plan include procedure:
and techniques for:

1) Sample collection?

2) Sample preservation?

3) Sample shipment?

4) Analytical procedures?

5) Chain of custody control?

wlere

«»ze-the required paramete"s in ground-water

- samples ®eing tested quarterly t‘or

the first year? 265.92(b) and 265.92 (eX1)
were

A8 the ground-water samples

analyzed for the following:

a)

b)

1) Parameters characterizing

2)

-

3)

the suitapility of the ground- _
water as a drinking water supply?
263.92(b)(1)
Parametars establishing
ground-water guality?
263.92(b)(2)
Parameters used as indicators of
ground-water contamination?
-263.92(b)(3)

(i) For each indicator parameter
are at least four replicate
measurements obtained at each
upgradient well for each sample
obtained during the first year of
monitoring? 263.92(c)(2)
(ii) Are provisions made to calculate

the initial background arithmetic
mean and variance of the respective
parameter concentrations or values
obtained from the upgradient well(s)
during the first year? 263.92(c)(2)

For facilities which have completed

first year gr

requirements:

No  Unknown

<~ [s

r

+ (gq(&v\u.
NI L g,bY.c be g

<~ k]~ N

N

ound-water sampling and analysis

1) Have samples been obtained and analyzed

2)

!

for the ground-water quality parameters

at least annually? 265.92(d)(1)
Have samples been obtained and
analyzed for the indicators of
ground-water contaminaticn at
least semi-annually? 285.92(d)(2)

/

Al-3



b @

———

lo.

¢} Were ground-watar suriace elevations
determined at each monitoring weil each

. time a'sample was taken? 263.92(e)

¢) Were the ground-watar surface elevaticns

~evaluatad a.nnual.y to detarmine whether the

monitcring wells are properly placed?
263.93(f)

e) If it was deterrhined that modifi-
caticn ¢f the number, location or depth
of monitoring wells was necessary, was
the system brought into ecompliance with
263.91(a)? 263.93(%)

Ess an outline of a ground-water quality
assessment 2rogram deen ,reoarﬂd"
253.93(a)*

a) Does it describe 2 program capable
of detars ..mmg-

1) Whezher hazr"cus wasia2 ¢er Haz.r:ous
wasta eonstituents have entered W
ground watear?

2) The rate and ex:tant of migration of
hazardous wast2 cr hazardcus wasta
cconstituents in gTcund watar?

3) Concentrations of hazardous wast2
ocr hazardous wasta eonstituents
in ground water?

b) After the first yesr of menitcring, |
have at least four reglicats measure
ments of each incicater Seramerar aeen
oobtained fer samples tzkan for e2en
weil? 255.23(b)

1). Were the results comcared with the
initial background mesans {rom the
ucgradient weil(s) determined
during the {irst yeer?

(i) Was each well censidered
individuaily?

(ii) Was the Stucent's t-test used
(ar the 2.01 level of significance)?

2)  Wes a signilicant inerease (er pH
cacraasa as wail) {ound in the:

(i) Togradient weils
(ii) Downgradient wells _
I:' "Yas?, Compliance Cheoklist A-2

must aisc ce ecmgplierad.

R
|

'I\:\- N

N

n a;_szgmpn‘f‘ new:

N
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o - Yes  No  Unknown
11. Have records been kept of analyses for - :
parameters in 265.92(c) and (d)? J

265.94(aX(1)

2. Have records been kept of ground-water _ _
surface elevations taken at the time of \]
sampling for each well? 265.94(a)(1)

13. Have records been kept of required -
elevations in 265.93(b)? /
265.94(a)(1) : X

14. Have the following been submitted to the
Regional Administrator 263.94(a)(2) :*

a) Initial background concentrations of
parameters listed in 2653.92(b) within
15 days after completing each quarterly
analysis required during the first year? /
b) For each well, have any parameters whose
concentrations or values have exceeded
the maximum contaminant levels allowed
in drinking water supplies besn
senarately identified? /
¢) Annual reports ineluding:

1) Concentrations or values of
: parameters used as indicators
of ground-water contamination for
each well along with recuired
evaluations under 265.93(b)? v
2) Anvy significant differences from
initial background values in up-
gradient wells separately identified? / '
3) Results of the evaluation of /

ground-water surface elevations?

*EPA will be prcposing (Soring 1982) to replace this reporting require-
ment with an exception reporting system where reports will be submitted
only where maximum ccontaminant levels or significant changes in the
contamination indicators or other parameters are observed. EPA has
delayed compliance stage for 14 a) above until August 1, 1982 (Federal
Register, February 23, 1982, p.7841-7842) to be coupled with excegtion
reporting in the interim. -

Al-5
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(INSPECTION CO: vl'-"‘..IANCE FORY
- VH.V BE A.E?ECT;NG GROCN

1 FOR A FACILITY WHICH
D -WATER @UALITY

; EPA LD. Number: MID S 355130

_7—12—1{71 / Pe +m leuw\.

Company Name:

; Inspector's Name: W’Lgl\l:’c,

Company Adcress:_Eust S perior
'A'IMA, M

Company Contaet/Official: —’g,l‘u\ (Vb

; Branch/Organization:

Title: E(,\-,ziranmz.\k l E-Ll:j;h I dddl

Tyce of {aeility: (Check ageregriately)
a) surface impouncment
5) lancfil
¢) land weatment :ac.:..ty
d) cispcsai waste diis

1. Have eomparisens of ;.‘:qnc-.vat
eontamination incieater Jarametsrs ior

; Date of Inspection: 5 -)5-§C

upgracient weil(s) 263.32(9) shcwn a signifi-
cant increase {cr pH dacrease as well) over

initial backgTound? .

i

8) If "Yes®, bas this infermation been
submittad o the R-,.cnal Administr
acecrdéiag ;o 285.92(aX(2)(D)?

2. Have comgarisons of incicstor parametars Jor

the downgradient weils

aver initial Saekgrounc?

252.93(b) shown a
significant increase (cr 7= decresse as well)

a) I "Yes", were adciticnal ground-weatar
samples takan for these downgradient

weils where the significant difference

was derermined? 2§3.9 (c‘(’)

1) Were samples sgiit in two?

1) Was the significant gifference Cué tc
r?

human (e.g., lateratary) errc
(If "Yes™", de nct eentinue.)

=
.
Z
e,
N
cr | - |
VAR
Z
N /
V4
o
Al-1
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3

3. [If significant dif{erences were not due to
error, was a written notice sent to
the Regional Administrator within 7 days of
confu‘matmn"

4. Withinls days of notification of the Regional
" Administrator was a certified ground-water quality
assessment plan submitted? 265.93(d)2)*

a) Does the plan specify 263.93(d)(3) :

1) well information (specifies)

(a) number?

(b) loeations?

(¢) depths?

2) sampling methods?

3) analytical methods?

4) evaluation methods?

- §) schedule of implementation?

RIS RK B

b) Does the plan allow for determination of
265.93(3)4) :

1) Rate and extent of migration of
hazardous waste or hazardous waste
constituents?

AN

2) Concentrations of the hazardous

waste or hazardous waste constituents? /

e¢) Isitindicatad that the first determination
was made as soon as technically feasible?

265.93(d)(3) | -

1) Within 15 days after the first determi-
nation was a written report containing
the assessment of ground-water

quality submitted to the Regional /

Administrator?

d) Was it determined that hazardous waste

or hazarcous waste constituents from the Pt\rf‘o\s \) /
facility have entered the ground water? ,Z ({)7 A55c’6§"\¢"

1) If "No", was the original indicator
evaluation program, required by
265.92 and 263.93(b), reinstated?

<

(a) Was the Regional Administratcr
notified of the reinstatement of
pregrem within 15 days of the
determination? 265.93(d)(8)

MA

*See note Pace 2-10

0

Unknown .

=~

+



Yes  HNo Unknown

e) If it was detarmined that hazardous. waste
: or hazardous was:e eonstituents have
entered the ground water 263.93(d)7) =

1) -For facilities where program was
implementad prior to final closure, are
determinations of hazardous waste or
hazardous wasta constituents eontinued /
on a quarterly basis? .

(If program was implemented during

the post-closure care period, deterininations
macde in accordance with the ground-watar
quality assessment plan may ceuse

after the {irst determination.)

(a) Were sutsaquent ground-water quality
reporss submittad to the Ragicnal

Administrator within 13 deys of
cdetarmination? , _

~
~

Ware records xaot of the analvses

and 2veluaticns, specified in the ground-
watar quality assessment (threughout

i

1

3

i

i

1

E

|

1

3 i
3 (&) I a disgosal facility, were{are) recorcs
3

3

F

3

3

3

E

k2ot throughout the pesi-clesure
pericd as well?

m—"

e,
~r
.
[}

re 1234

administrater ecntaining the resuiss of the

r qualily assessment pregraim?
\‘

1) Do the regorss inclucde the ecalculatad : .
or meesured rat2 of migration of
hazardcus wasta or hazardcus wast2
eonstituents during thie reporting ———
period? :

-3

ol

*See nct2 Page



APPENDIX A-3 . ’J/A

INSPECTION COMPLIANCE FORM FOR DEMONSTRATING
A WAIVER OF INTERIM STATUS REQUIREMENTS

Company Name: ; EPA LD. Numbper:
Company Address:_ ; Inspector’s Name:
Company Contact: ; Branen/Orgunization:
Title: ' ; Date of Inspection:
Yes No Unknown

1. Is a written waiver demonstration kaot at
the site? '

2. Is the demonstration certified by a qualified
- geologist or geotechnical engineer?
283.20(e)

3. Deoes the waiver demonstration establish:

a) The potential for migration of hazardous
waste or hazardous waste constituents
from the facility to the uppermost aquifer?

2635.90(c)(1)

b) An evaluation of a water balance
including:

1) Precipitation?

2) Evapotranspiration?

3) Runoif?

4) Infiltration? (including any
liquid in surface impoundments)

e) Unsaturated zone characteristics?

1) Geologie materials?
2) Physical properties?
3) Depth to ground water?




it

il bl ks ok kd

TR TR ORI IR W Y R

d)

The potential fer hazardous wasta2 or
hazardous waste constituents which may
entar the upcermost aquifar to migrate
to a2 watar supply ~vell or surface watar,
by evaluation of: 263.80(c)(2)

1) Saturatad zone characteristies,
‘inciuding:

(a) Geologic materials?

(b) Physical properties?

(e) Rate of ground-water flow?

2) Proximity of the facility to watar
supply wells or surface warar?

Uninown

JAS-2
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APPENDIX -B

GROCUND-WATER MONITORING AND ALTERNATE SYSTEM

TECHNICAL INFORMATION FORM
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APPENDIX B

GROUND-WATER MONITORING AND ALTERNATE SYSTEM
TECHNICAL INFORMATION FORM

1.0 Backzround Data:

Corﬁpany Name: | m‘/‘a., chm kum ;s EPALD.#: MIDOOS 355130
Company Address; uplrior
- Alona, ]il/

Inspector's Name: [Vlc/\/"c I ; Date: §— 29-56¢

1.1 Type of facility (check appropriately):

1.1.1  surface in‘ipoundment '
1.1.2  landfill
1.1.3  land treatment facility = __“
1.1.4 disposal weste pile
1.2 Has a ground-water monitoring system been :
esta lisheg? o _ (Y/N) x :

[

.2.1 Is a ground-water quality assessment

program outlined or proposed? ' ' (Y/N) ¥
13 Yes,
1.2.2 . Was it reviewed prior to ;‘1e site visit? _ (Y/N)

1.3 Has a ground-water quality assessment program'been
implemented or propcsed at the site? _ (Y/N)_ 7\[

If yes, Appendix C, Ground-Water Quality Assessment
Program Technical Information Form must be utilized also.

2.0 Regional/l-'acilitv Mao(s)

2.1 Is a regicnal map of the area, with the faczhty

delineated, mcluded" _ | (Y/N) %

If ves,

2.1.1  What is the origin and scale of the map? S S 7?"90
[ R2Y0EO | "

2.1.2 s the surficial geoclogy adequately illustrated? (Y/N) ¥

B-1
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2

2.1.3

2.1.4

Are there any significent topographic or

surficial features evident? (¥/N) I\.r' '

If yes, describe

Are there any streams, rivers, lakas, or ~vet
lands near the facility?

(Z/N) #

the facility Couut, Avsin “* Se {+ Séwﬂ/\ v‘f"
h"ftis-[‘é - W\f)n"{‘\ 'H iA t+.

_ If yes, indicate approximate distances from

Are there any discharging or rechargzing weils
near the facility?

Y/N -
. _ /.
If yes, indicata approximate distances {rom the

facility. Dyoducdime well o= 20 ' froon nott
jd{Aé 41“: /Q PV;/ '-‘h'Zo:Lleut’v\-!— Ar2LA-~
4 _

Is a regional hvdrogeolcgic map of the aree inciuded? .

(This information may be shown on 2.1) ' (Y/N) /\/ -
If yes: _
2.2.1 Are majcr arees of :gcnarga:‘dishcarge shewn? (¥Y/N)y —

If ves, describe.

Is the regicnal ground-watzar {low direction

2.2.2

indicatad? . (¥/N)y —
2.2.3  Are the potentiometric eontours logiceal? (¥Y/N) _—

If not, explain. '
Is a {acility plot plan inclucded? - (Z/N)
2.3.1  Are facility components (lancfill areas, impound-

ments, ete.) shewn? : : (Y/N) \/

7

2.3.2  Are any seegs, sgrings, sireams, Sonds. cr

weclands incicatagd? (Y/N) \}(

——



2.4

2.3.3  Are the locations of any monitoring wells, soil
borings, or test pits shown?

2.3.4 Is the facility a multi-component facility?
If yes:

2.3.4.1 Are individual components adequately
monitored? .

2. 3 1.2 Is a Waste Management Area delmeated"

Is a site water table (potennometmc) contour map
included?

If yes,

2.4.1 Do the potentiometric contours appear logiceal
based on topography and presented
data? (Consult water level data)

2.4.2  Are groundwater flowlines indicated?

2.4.3  Are static water levels shown*?

2.2.4- May hydraulic gradients be estimatad?

2.4.5 Is at least one monitoring well located
hydraulically upgradient of the waste
management area(s)?

2.4.6  Are at least three monitoring wells located
hydraulically downgradient oi the waste
management area(s)?

2.4.7 By their location, do the upgradient wells appear
capable of providing representative ambient ground-
water quality data?

If no, explain.

(Y/N) _\r/_

(Y/N) _N/_

(Y/N) _—

(YN _—

(Y/N) ﬁ\[_

(v N

(Y/N) \//
(Y/N) _\/_
(Y/N) ‘5/

/N _\
/

| (Y/N) _\,L

(Y/N) _;L
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3.3

[
L.
-

Soil Boring/Test Pit Details

Were soil borings/tast pits made under the supervisicn
of a gqualified professional? _ (Y/N) y
/

If yes,

3.1.1 incicats the incividual(s) and affiliation(s): Jwlie Euatherferd
VRN (:'-'gms ‘ '1&)0»"&& . .

3.1.2 Indicate the drilling/excavating contractor, if known
5'{70 ring D'rn‘ { !l'o‘«ﬁ;
-/

If soil borings/test pits were macde, indicata the method(s)
of crilling/excavating:
Augar {hollow or solid stem) \
Mud rotary
Alr rotary
Raverse rotary
Cabple tcol
Jetting

Other, including excavaticen (explain)

3

e 600> oo

List the numeer of soil borings/test pits made at the sit2

3.3.1 re—existing
3.3.2 Fer RCRA compliance , : 5 7
Incicata screncie dlametars and cepths (if different

cdiamerears and depths usa TABLE B-1).

3.4.1 Diame;er: jau CL;‘.‘—,L[..[AFV\Q'.-\:’L‘ ‘tlrv 5"!

ta [ i

3.4.2 Depth:

Were lithologic samples eoilected during driiling? (Y/N)

\|<

If ves,
3.5.1 How were samples cotained? (Check method(s))

. Seiit spoen
Shelby tube, cr similar
Reek ecring
Diteh sampling
Other {explain)

TR

(Il)
139



'“'“’SumMahy of Soil Borings

Location _ Boring

by Field Log Total = | |
(if applicable) Number . Depth Observation Well
1 #1%
2 gox
3 ] #3*
Black -5¢ 4 1440 | :
5 204" T _ 4
Blue Se 6 24" . - - n
Blue 7 32 172"
Blue 8 168 1/2"
Blue 9 29 172"
Blue . 10 28"
. Blue 1 30 1/2"
~ Blue 12 29 1/2"
Blue 13 3
Blue 14 28"
Blue 15 27 1/2"
Blue 16 32 y/2"
Blue 17 31 172" -
Blue 18 32"
Blue 19 '30 1/2" \
Blue 20 . 33"
Blue 21 27 1/2"
Blue 22 31" .
Red 23 30 1/2"
Red 24 105 1/2"
. Red 25 32"
) Red 26 31"
Red 27 37
~ Red 28 31




Log ' Total . )
Number Depth Observation Well
29 144"
30 33"
31 32 1/2"
32 30 1/2"
33 28 1/2"
34 33"
35 ©30"
36 34"
37 32 1/2"
38 - 30"
39 141"
40 143"
41 | 176"
42 200"
43 . 166"
44 179 1/2"
45 243" 25
. 46 204" #6
Black 47 . . 283"
Green _ 48 176"
" Green ' 49 . 13g"
- Black 50 ' 264"
" Red 51 - 300"
' Black 52 | 278"
Whi te 53 - 252"
White 54 244" N
Green L 55 . 26 1/2"
Green ~ : _ 56 3"

L Green - §7 ar

§ e - - - R - -

* Wells installed during 1977.
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4.1

4.3

3.5.2 At what intarval were samples collected? \/ R i na
_ ' ' t

3.5.3 Were the degoesits or rock units penetrated .
described? (boring logs, etc.) : : (/N Y

If test pits were axcavated at the site, describe
grocecures._Packhoe waed Loy 1/0<ua | Ao

pf old o ﬁ[fmwo{—.r.‘em -
| .

%‘rmr\vw ‘V\

Well Comolericn Dezail

Were the weils xr:s..aﬂed under the supervision of a qualified .
profassienal? . (Y/N) _\/
- /

If yes:

4.1.1 Incicat:e the incividual and a:f.l.anon, if known

Leetls L2 3, o R Eu*f’lxrrgm/— LUt iains < (s ks
\"V’lﬁl ) (F/‘vl- berk .Uwy.a‘t}p C'pv*z /'L «'r —E{[ E/or‘o-, lkab)

A
4.1.2  Incicata the well const:.:c::on eantraecter, if known  \/ s S

( 64'f—'£.ru‘5-} -C'L.Ql,fﬂx N 60&4;14’(’5‘[’ ‘z".‘ 7—['1(4'\ (\/

ist the numcer of wells at the site

4.2.1 Pre-oxisting
4.2.2 Feor RCRA Compliance

Well censtsuerion information (fill out INTORMATION
TABLE 3-2)

+.3.1 If PVYC well screan cr ca..m~ is used, are joints

(eoupiings):
e Glued on ' |
e Screwed on ' V4
4.3.2  Are well sereens sand/gravel sackad? N N
{
8-3



INFORMATION TABLE B-2 -~ Pq‘jﬁ !

jm»‘n

DOu.‘-o\ Dc(,g.-\ &‘wn MP DOUJ")
WELL NO. n'\UO’\B _n"l‘k)"S Mw-15] Mw-§ mw-(§ Mmw-21
GAOUND ELEVATION — — —_ — —_ —
i t ‘ :
TOTAL DEPTH .25 | 263 22 | 21 7' ] 23
TYPE MATERIAL Calv. | Ealv. | €alv |Galv | Ealv | Calv
g DIAMETER Q 0 2 I 2 o . 2 Q R 0-2
® | LENGTH t — — _— —_ —
< ¥ . ‘
- A
3 | sTicx-up - — — _ _ 23
3 .
TOP ELEVATION T45.47] 744.34| T45.07 744,08 7447 74,06
BOTTOM ELEVATION —_ — - —_ . —
DEPTH TOP/BOTTOM
: ca Suinless| Stainlesd Stminksd SHuinles SHaialesy| Staakss
TYPE MATERIAL stei | steel | steel | steel | Sheel | steel
= . " —L_" -~ " o . 1 )
E DIAMETER /:Lt 1 2 2 ) 2
@ | LEnGTH 2 5-i 9 ) 3’ 3' szt 3,1
i . :
o o s - t [0 - -
3 | StoTsz= fonze \Ganze | siot | . -
TOP ELEVATION — _ — —_ — -
BOTTOM ELEVATION _ —_— — S _ —
C'| DEPTH TOP/BOTTOM
(5]
s DIAMETER _ _ — - — —
’T] .
3 L
Sl< | LENGTH g2 e — - . —
= 2- .
uZ‘ < ;
& 2| TOP ELEVATION
<
]
BOTTOM ELSVATION
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Wl e

3.3.3

4.3.4

+.3.3

Are annular spaces sealed?
If yas, describe:
e Dentonita slurcy

o Ceament grout
e Other (explain)

N N

e Thicknesses of seals \

(50M€ lL’(’l($ - b(r\knouu.a \‘{ Se’-tL-;Q
u“zfﬁ 1T\

Flere s1ava P 1T’

e -
If "open hole”’ wells, are the cased portions sealed

in place?(Y/N) ML

If yes, déscri'oe how:

Are there cement surface seals? (Y/N) _A/
If ves,

e How thick?

Are the wells capped? (Y/N) \{_
If yes,

¢ Co they lock? (Y/N) _T\l_
Are protactive standpipes cementa< in place? (Y/N) _(\L_

-

Yere wealls develcped?

If yes, check accoropriate methcd(s)

e Airlift oumoir‘g

e Pumping and surging
e Jetiing

° Ba.x.mv

e Other (etnlam)

(Y/N) uA_ ’(wa‘ 1

(Y/N)
{Y/N) j
(



"-‘D')u.‘ ]

- . l}ﬂio-i"\"
NO. : : L
WELL — |mw-2¢] Metl] w23 mis=3
GROUND ELEVATION _ - - o —
- — - PO — —-a - — ' - T T .-
TOTAL DEPTH QLI ! ;)—72 27 | 2 [ r
Lt
TYPE MATERIAL Calv 1 Galv. | Gale. 2| Plastic
DIAMETER v w o " “
o Q2" 2 ) L
z
3 LENGTH —_ —_— —_ ——
- - =Y ool g |- '
2 | sTicx-up g 3T 3 2
; -
" | TOP ELEYATION —
146.5 0 '120.37- 747,00 '747.64
BOTTOM ELEVATION ' — — —
DEPTH TOP/BOTTOM
_— Sion le5s S'Ylﬁi.\ 1(55 Stain |¢'55 . '
TYPE MATERIAL Stool | stoo| <ivel Plesdic
= L Iy ) Y}
E DIAMETER Q ? 2 :2 ql’
2 | LengTH 3! ! ! '
° 5 3 10
b
3 | SLOT sizs # (2 kg # 7 # /D
TOP ELEYATION — - S —
BOTTOM ELEYATION - —_ —_ —
« | DEPTH TOP/BOTTOM
Q
z <
S = | DIAMETESR
“ g
=5
S x| LENGTH
- =
=2Q
w ~
& S| TOP ELEVATION
|
7]

BOTTOM ELEYATION




(3]
(V]

S.3

Is there evidence of confining (low permeability)

layers beneath the site? . (Y/N) _1\L
If yes,b.

§.2.1 Is the areal extent and continuity indicated? (Y/N) _\'L _
5.2.2 Is there any potential for saturated conditions

(perched water) to occur above the uppermost
aquifer? (Y/N)

If y'es, give details: Veryg comd lr,( z.fz:r ia( 3(0[3?5
Mo -(’u’t'c(euvg] 6:# (‘0:.((4‘[ ﬁ)c«g'f‘ﬁa‘% /5@[@?

‘[ﬁm S¢S |

a) Should or is this perched zone being

monitored? | (Y/N) —
.....Explain .

3.2.3  What is the lithology and texture of the

uppermost saturated zone (aquifer)? Fine Sa .—\4[ <, (4.

’ /

5.2.4 What is the saturated thickness, if indicated? (& -~ | 5F.
'We:'e static water levels mea.gured? (Y/N) :l
If ves,
5.3.1 How were the water levels measured (check method(s)).

e Electric water scunder

o Wetted tape N

e Air line . —_—

e Other (explain)
5.3.2 Do fluctuations in static water levels oceur? . (Y/N) N\

If yes,

5.3.2.1 Are they accounted for (e.g. seasonal,

tical, etc.)? ‘ (Y/N) ;

If yes, describe: 5:’1: SOvia I
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o

§.3.2.2 Do the water level {luctuations aiter the
general ground-water gradients and {low
directions? (xN) _N

It yés',

5.3.2.3 Will the effactiveness of the wells to

detect contaminants be reduced? (Y/N) [5/

Explain

$.3.2.4 Based on water level data, do any head
differentials ocour that may indicate a vertical :
flow comgonent in the saturated zone? ce/N) L wKraw v

If yes, explain

Have acguifer hydraulic grogerties Seen determined? (Y/N) N/
(

If ves,

5.4.1 Indicate methcd(s): )

o

.
W
»

(&

e Falling/constant head tasts
e Laboratory tests (explain)

e Pumping tests v

1=
0.

erarmined, what ars the vaiues fors

Transmissivity
Storags cceificient _ _
Leakage

Permeability 1902 41/107‘ 2/0(4-.

Porcsity
- Specific capacity

In cases where saveral tasis were undertakan, were
diserepancies in the restlts avident? (Y/N) A/

I ves, exzlain

Were horizontal grcund-watar {low velocities

cetarmined? (v _N/
If yes, incicate rate of inovemant. An neax 0.3 £¥ /&éu
. r+ / -/

B-3
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0

6.1

(f

7

-3

.0

.l

Well Performance

Are the monitéring wells screened in the uppermost aquifer?  (Y/N) ¥

6.1.1 Is the full saturated thickness screene'd? (Y/N) Z.\v_/

6.1.2  For single completions, are the intake areas in the:
(check appropriate levels)

e Upper portion of the aquifer
e. Middle of the aquifer

e Lower portion of the aquifer Z /Z?a.s-i/.?
6.1.3 For well clusters, are the intake areas open - N/
to different portions of the aquifer? - (Y/N) A

6.1.4 Do the intake levels of the monitoring wells appear
to be justified due to possible contaminant

density and groundwater flow velocity? (Y/N) ;Z
Ground-Water Qualitv Samopling
Is a sampiing. (groundwater qua.xtv) prcgram and schedule )
included? . (Y/N) \/ ao schedule

Are sampie collection field procecures clearly outlined? (Y/N)
7.2.1 How are samples obtained: (check method(s))

Air lift pump

Submersible pump

Positive displacement pump
Centrifugal pump .
Pemsta.lnc or other aucfxon-hft
pump .

Bailer : i

Other (describe) O+ het ounp
\ \ '

7.2.2  Are all wells sampled with the same eqhipment and
(Y/N) ]ﬂ

procodures"

If no, emlam \oa\ U Q\‘\’c\'\U Qu(\\a{) UL on

A€ fatimt ot \\5

7.2.3  Are adequate provisions included to clean equipment after
- sampling to prevent cross-contamination between

wells? o | | (Y/N) \{



7.'2.4 . Are organic constituents to be sampled? (¥/N) \{

v

If yes,

7.2.4.1 Are samples collecred with ecuipment 0 .
minimize absorption and voiatilization? (Y/N) N
If yes,

Describe 2quipment

Samole Preservation and Handling

Have aporopriate sample ;r.se"vat on and preparation

procedures deen followed (filtration and oreservation
where appropriate)? (¥/N) \(
Are sampies refrigerated? - - (Y/N) \{
Are EPA recommenced sample holding period requirements \{
achered t0? (Y/N)
- . . N
- Are suitable eontainer types usad? (Y/N)
Are provisions macde to stere and ship samples under ﬂ
cold eonditions (iee packs, 2te.)? :
Is a chain of custedy control oreeedure clearly defined? (Y/N) #
Is a specific chain of custcdy form illustratad? (Y/N) \(
If ves,
8.7.1  Will this form provice an ac2uraze recsrd of
sample pessessicn {rom the moment the sampie
is taken until the time it is analyzed? (Y/N) \‘
Sample Analvsis and Raccrd X2ening
Is sample analysis perfcemed Dy a qualified lacoratory? (Y/N) \(
Indicate labfrfjf é\ P \’\( UM L(\ (l\- \/D,LS D0 QC\B
|1t
Are analytical metheds desaribed in the reccrds? (¢/N)

9.2.1  Are anzaiytical methods aceestapie 10 22A7 (Y/N)

Are the required drinking watar suitapility carametiars
tested for? ' (Y/N)

b o T

Are the required groundwater quality parametars testad Jor?  (Y/N)

B-10
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Nk ek

9.5

9.6

9.7

9.8

10.0

10.1

Are the required groundwater contamination indicator \{

parameters tested for? : - (Y/N)

Are any analytical pararheters determined in the field? (Y/N) N
on-sike \oo

Identify: ¥ &

‘e pH \/

e Temperature

e Specific conductance J

e Other (describe)

Is a plan included to record information about each sample .
(Y/N)

collected during the groundwater monitoring program?

9.7.1  Are field activity logs included? ' Y/ \l
9.7.2  Are laboratory results included? (Y/N) Y
9.7.3  Are field procedures recorded? (Y/N) \/
9.7.4 Are field parameter determinations incluced? (Y/N) \{
9.7.3 Are the names and affiliation of the field personnel \/
included? (Y/N)
Are statistical analyses pIanned or shown for all Nate'-
quality results where necessary? - (Y/N) \/
8.8.1 Is an analysis program set-up which adheres |
to EPA guidelines? (Y/N)
9.8.2 s Student's t-test utilized? o (Y/N)

If other evaluation procedure used, identify

9.8.3  Are provisions made for submitting analysis reports
to the Regional Administrator? (Y/N)

Site Verification

Plot Plan indicating the locations of varicus facility
components, ground-water monitoring wells, and surface
waters? (Y/N) \{

10.1.1 Is the plot plan used for the inspection the same as in
the monitoring program plan documentation? (Y/N)

If not, explain

B-11



10.1.2"

10.1.3

o
-

10.1.7

| A5 357

;

‘.n’-l l

Are all of the components of the facility identified
during the inspecticn addressed in the monitoring program .
documentation? (Y/N) '

If not, explain

Are there any streams, lakes or wetlands on or ‘
adjacent to the site? (Y/N)

If yes, indicate distances from wasie managament areas

Are there any signs of water quality degracation
evident in the surface water Sodies? (Y/N) ;

If yes, explain

Is there any indication of disiresseg cr Cead \
vegaration on or adjacent to the sit2? (Z/N) ™

If yes, explain

Are there any significant topegrachic or surficial
features on cr near the site (e.g., rechargz .
or dischargs areas)? _ (Y/N)

If yes, explain ' )

~Are the menitor well locations and aumpers in

agreement with the monitoring sregram Y
documentation? (Y/N)

If no, explain

_ 13.1.7.1 Were locations and eievations of the monitor

wells surveved {nto some
© Known datum? (Y/N)

If not, explain

m
[}
y—
(&)



10.1.8

10.1.¢

10.1.7 .2 Were the wells sounded to determine total .
depth below the surface? ' (Y/N)

If not, explain

10.1.7.3 Were discrepancies in total depth greater than
two feet apparent in any well? (Y/N)

If yes, explain

Was ground water encountered in all monitoring '
wells? (Y/N)

If not, indicate which well(s) were dry

Were water level elevations measured during the site
visit? (Y/N)

If ves, indicate well number and water level elevationYM\\W |5+ 795.
Mu K- 845 MG - b D) MW2C-7.97 . MwW2L- 42 MW3c- 724

If not, explain

B-13
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APPENDIX C

GROUND-WATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT PROGRAM
INFORMATION FORM

- Company Name: 7—-7[4 /- /29%.% /.pum :EPALD.4: MID o0 S35 5 (30

Company Address: & 57“ ﬁd 2 (O

1.3

1.4

'-A’lrvlﬁ, M,

.Inspec:or’s Name: Al /\/{e’./ _ ; Date: 5;2?—2_@

Backzround

List the constituents (contaminants) originating from the
wasie management area: (use seoarate sheet

if necessary T 0C - cedner
(61‘5(.zt7j, bv?nﬂw‘. -

; ;o
[ec —> l\l (’7"’/~rm.r s /.//: +hriontenic  <ulfanes {94' bl
. ' ] B
n‘pvlcu~+‘-> A/.: CI ® DL\J»«H!(
. c /i .
Have the concentrations of the hazardous waste or hazardous
waste constituents shown significant increases in:

e upgradient monitoring wells ' (Y/N) A
e downgradient monitoring wells (Y/N)
: ' /

1.2.1  List or indicate on a map, the wells which have
shown significant increases: (use separate o
sheet if necessary) avv's & )f’ 20 QJ 35 23
. . ! {

Were the significant increases in contaminant concentration o
determined through the use of the student's t-Test? (Y/N) \/
: . . T

If no,

1.3.1  Explain procedure used: ——

Has the possibility of error (e.g., laboratory) been eliminated? (Y/N) vV

1

1.4.1  Explain

)
]
-



INFORMATION TABLE C-1

WELL NO. MNw-1 | -1/ mw -2 Mw-t] pw-T] mw-27
GROUND ELEVATION —_ _ — —_— _ —
: ' ¢ { t . ! !
TOTAL DEPTH 5+ Q0 A 1692 5.9 | 2¢
TYPE MATERIAL Calv. |Gal.?| Cals | Galv. Gz . | Plashd
DIAMETER “ " . o "
: 2 2 |12 2" | 2 H
Z - '
3 LENGTH ' | a2c (1.5 —_ — -
2 ¢ . . £t ’
§ STICK-UP _— 2 | Yy + 2z 2
TOP ELEYATION 14833 750.23{743.44 74545 1517 15h23]
BOTTCM ELEVATION -
DEPTH TOP/BOTTOM lb
26
<Stcin lr:’j Btrin fes< j"ta'in L’sj S+zin "51 7. = B
TYPE MATERIAL steel | steel | Steel | Sdoe : Plasiie
= - [T ") b 1w i .
_ E DIAMETER 15 2 l_‘Lf / 7 ’ —
Q - ‘l'_ n ! ' R ! t ! Y ]
; LENGTH zs | 2 zi Z 5 I
= e S¢ - 50 - .
3 | SLOT sizs Covze 7 Cauze : — ® /0
TOP ELEVATION
BOTTCM ELEVATION
« | DEPTH TOP/BOTTOM
(&)
$ 2| oiameTen
w -l
pur} W
o >
S < | LENGTH
-
& QY
TT RN
& S| TOP ELEVATION
3
' BOTTOM ELEVATICN




3.0

3.1

Centaminant Charactaristics

If available, list the chemical and physical properties
of the ecntaminants which have been detected in the
groeund water: (density, solubility, ete.). Include on a
secarata sheet if list is extensive A/eF gvacl, bl

Imolementation of the Assessment Program

Has the extent of the migration of hazardous waste or
hazardous waste constituents been determined?

If yes,
3.1.1 Indicate now: (check apgcropriats methed(s))

e additional ground-watar monitoring

(Y/N) _1\‘/__

-Lo n'c"‘!.')m(ne

wells - A—""“F;nﬂ a4
r

e gaopnvsical methods

computar simulaticn

e other, exdlain

Were menitering wells installed?
If yes,

3.2.1  Reccrd monitoring well/seizometer

(Y/N) WV

“_?‘?75

o 2
completicn data on INFORMATION TABLE Auww's , 20,21, 23,30

C-i.

3.2.2 Were weil clusters (nests) usad or were welils
with muitiple intakea areas ecnsirueied? Cive
details A/a

3.2.3 Show the numbers and lceations of the additional
weils/peizometers on a site map.

3.2.4  Are the locations of the wells/giezometars justified
in view of the watar table or potantiometric

surface map?
Give dertails




INFORMATION TABLE C-1___

TTUWELL MO, T T T o s ] e - ] e
R Mw 2§ Min -2 | M e ~24
GROUND. ELEYATION - - -

TOTAL DEPTH 2 ! Y i ,‘_/ ‘
MATER ' ; '
TYPE MATERIAL Pashel Plastidd Caly.
DIAMETER " _ s o
c ¢ | 471 2"
= T
@ | LENGTH . - —
P2}
. .~ '
2 | sTicx-ue 2' 1.2 24
g _
TOP ELEYATION — : ;
‘ 1505114 5.49| T44d.2¢
BOTTOM ELEYATION —_ —_ —_
DEPTH TOP/BOTTOM ¢ 5 i et /
54'&'“‘?55
TYPE MATERIAL
= P/AS‘}TL P/ﬁ-}/ic .5ILCC/
@ | oiameTER “ 0 2"
w A
e | LexaTH 10 ' e ! 3’
. 14
@ - '
SLOT SiZE ; -
| 3 H#Hi1e | #10
TOP ELEYATION
BOTTOM ELEYATION
- | DEPTH TOP/B0TTOM
Q
=< :
S % | DIAMETER
" -l
h '3 ]
c 2 :
=; LENGTH
2 Q
W N
& S| TOP ELEVATION
<
m .
BOTTOM ELEYATICN
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3.3

3.2.5  Are the depths of the monitoring wells/
piezcinetars justified due to the relative
characteristics (e.g., densities) of the contaminants?  (Y/N) _V
Cive details ’

3.2.5 ist any other methods (e.3., soil sampie analysis)
used to document the extent of the ¢contamination. _
(use separate sheet if necessary) <./ sl <ic benoe it

‘#lu’ /E £~ ,,-/ 'f';';-‘n%u.p,.,,f; /7 ’;2 7 /‘\/ ._:ﬁ/ /7»’»’7.‘ r/o 14 £
-‘L/' 6'(6; /:'nr’ el /7 r\."“‘lbt:‘lk‘!.‘ll}:’%

Eas the ratz of contaminant migration been determined? ¥/ ¥

If yes, what is it and how was it determined?

D.:...n 4—;44“' {k-'- I’-.JO,_;af/f-'fz/:{f.u nuzx‘-'m:,m\
- > .

[ /

Does the rate of migration difier {or various
ecniaminants? (Y/N)

Give details A,"lc‘.f—z’/f’_/('fnz,.'re'a/ = -'7L./i«"‘> Lo,

(&)
.
d
.
—

3.3.2 If xnown, what is the causea (reason) of (for) this
cifferential in migration ratss? —

Co
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APPENDIX D

/v/ﬁr

WAIVER DEMONSTRATION TECHNICAL INFORMATION FORM

Company Name: : ;s EPA [D.#:
Company Address:

Inspector’s Name: ; Date:

1.0 Site Characterization

Regional Map (U.S.G.S., 7.5 min. Topographic Quadrangie Map, or similar)
showing facility location with water supply wells near the
faciiity indicated.

1.0.1

1.0.2 -

1.1.1

.Are there discharging wells near the facility? (Y/N)
If ves, give distances to wells
1.0.1.1 Which aquifers in the vieintiy provide water
supplies?
1.0.1.2 ‘What is the estimated withdrawal (diversion)
rate from these aquifers?
Are there any streams, rivers, or lakes near
the facility? = _ (Y/N)
1.0.2.1 If so, indicate approximate diétances from
the facility.
1.1 Regional Hydrogeologic/Surficial Geologic Map
Is the surficial geology adequately illustrated? (Y/N)
Are areas of recharge/discharge shown? (Y/N)
. Is regional groundwater flow direction indicatad? - (/)
Are the water table or potent{ometric | .
contours logical? (Y/N)
D-1



o

mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm

Mep of Facility (scale at least 1" = 200, showing the locations of

facility components (e.3., surface impoundments, and disgesal -

areas), and groundwatar monitoring wells, springs, seegs, streams, etc.

(Y/N)

1.2.1

1.2.2

1.3.3
1.3.4

Is the facility a multi-component facility?

Are locations of test borings (or pits) and obsarvation
wells shown?

1.2.2.1 Are borings, pits, or wells located in or near
the waste management area?

If yes,
1.2.2.2 Do the borings, pits, or wells appear to De

of such number, and depth to adegquatsl
characteriza the substrate?

(Y/N)

(Y/N) |

Give brief detail

Legs and Geoicgice Cross Seetions

here logs of the borings cr test piws?

[
ct

Ar

How ars the sub-surface materials deseribed:
(check as appropriate)

1.3.2.1 Unified Soil Classification Systa:m
1.3.2.2 U.S.D.A. Sail Classification System
1.3.2.3 Burmeister Classification Systam

1.3.2.4 Other (explain)

(v/N)

Are geolcgic eross—seetions ineluded?

Is there evidence of eonfining (low permeasbility)
layers Seneath the facility?

Wasta Characrarization

Eas the wastz
the gotantial o

{
If ves, briefly explain metheds

3

leachata Seing generatad?

atarial been stabilized in any way to orecluce

(Y/N)

(Y/N)

(Y/N)

(9]
]
[N}



2.2 Have specially engineered features been incorporated
into the facility design to minimize the migration of _
leachate? : (Y/N)

bl el

If yes, briefly explain

3.0 Water Balance

3.1 s precipitation data incluced? (Y/N)

3.1.1 How is it tabulated? (check one)

"

Daily
Weekly
Monthly
Annually

3.1.2 Source of data (check one)

~- - ¢ U.S. Weather Service
e State Agency
o Other Source
Identify

3.1.3  Length of record, in years

3.1.4 Distance of measuring point from the

g facility
3.2 s actual evapotranspiraticn (AET) data included? (Y/N)
j 3.2.1 Is the source of AET data indicated? (Y/N)

If yes, give reference .

3.3 Is run-off calculated? ' (Y/N)
3.3.1 Is the technique referenced? (Y/N) .

If yes, give reference

3.4 Is infiltration data inciuded? | . (¥/N) |
3.4.1 Is source of data referenced? ' (Y/N)

If yes, give reference




CRRY

4.0

4.1

4.3 .

(Y/N) ___

Is there a positive net infiltration recorded?
If yes, how much?
Unsaturatad Zone Charactaristics
Has the applicant demonstrated that the unsaturated
zcne will isolate any waste derived leachate {rom the water _
table, chemicaily or pnysically? /Ny
Briefly describe mechanism(s)
_Physical Properties
4.2.1 Has the applicant defined the unsaturatad thickness -
and aresl variadility? - (Yy/N)
Briefly describe
4.2.2  Has the primary and seconcary seresity (if any) of the
© unsaturated zaone Seen detarmined? (Y/N)
Briefly describe
4.2.3 Have hydraulic cenductivizy curves for each sediment
tvce comprising the unsaturatad zone deen
established? ' (¥/N)
4.2.4 - Have textural analyses been perisrmed? (Y/N)
4.2.3 Have Sulk censitiss been estimarad? (Y/N) :
Chemical Progerties |
4.3.1 Has cation exchange been cited as an
attanuaticn means? (Y/N)
If yes,
4.3.1.1  Type of clay
4.2.1.2  DPerzent of clay
4.3.1.3  Percent of orgznics
4.3.1.4  pH of marerials
D-4
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|
3
1

4.3;_2- Have other attenuation mechanisms, if any, been
adequately explained? (Y/N)

If yes, cite mechanism:

. 4.3.2.1 Biodegradation
4.3.2.2 Complexation
4.3.2.3 Precipitation
4.3.2.4 Chelation
4.3.2.5 Other

5.0 Saturated Zone Physical Characteristics

5.1 Have the saturated zone hydrolog’ic properties been .
determined? _ (Y/N)

If yes, were pumping tests performed to determine (check
appropriate determinations and give results)

S.1.1  Transmissivity

5.1.2  Hydraulie Conductivity

5.1.3  Storage Coefficient

5.1.4 Leakage’

5.2 How many tests were performed?

- 5.2.1  The duration(s) of test(s)

5.2.2  The length(s) of the recovery test(s) )

5.3 Were other insitu tests performed? - (Y/N) __
(check appropriate tests) . -
5.3.1 Falling head tests
5.3.2 Constant head tests
5.3.3  Packer tests
5.3.4 Other

~ Explain

5.4 Was the saturated thickness determined? (Y/N)



ey

Unkadd oy

m

<

S.7

i
N
(7]

Are atatxc water level mesasurements inc’uded" (¥/™)
Is a site warar table (e"’uootent al) eontour map mc‘uced" (Y/N)
5.5.1 Deoes the contour mep aggesr lo g"c ! based on the

presented data and topegraghy? _ . (Y/N)
5.6.2  are groundwater lowlines indicated? /Ny __
5.6.3  Are hydraulic gradients included? B ' (Ymwn __
5.6.4 Are flow velocities include&? : _ (¥Y/N)

Is there any indication of verticel flow in the saturated zone? (Y/N)

Saturated Zone Chemical Progertias of Greund Water

503.1

5.8.2

Eave water quality analyses Seen performed 1o

establish background data? . (¥/N)
Cces backgTound 1'm:'cr:...a.:icn incicata that the _
aguifer may be deg:'ﬂce any way? (¥/N)

Comboutar Yledeling

Was a computar simulation utilized in the demenstraticn?  (¥/N)
Cheek aépropriate mecei: |
6.1.1  Mess trar;gort '

§.1.2 Flow model _

Tyce of mccei? (check ascrogriaia type)

6.2.1 Numerical

6.2.2  Analytic -

§.2.3  Reference {or mcdel?

6.2.4  Does the data apgear 1o warrunt the use of mecceling

techniques? _ : (Y/™N)

If not, explain

©
U
o



- FY .1985'HA2ARIIXB WASTE COMPLIANCE MONTORING AND ENFORCEMENT LOG New Update _,_~

l. UsS. ERAID _M|DPOS 355130 3. ary__Alma 4. HANDLER 'rm:__»_/umn
2. INSTALIATION NAME [ vt | /)J”gplp,“,L’ T . | ___ NON = MAJOR
5. DATE OF INITIAL EVALUATION 6. TYPE OF EVALUATION __ 1 Evalhatlon Inspection __ 6 Citizen Camplaint
WHICH IS THE BASIS FOR QOVERED BY THIS 2 Sampling Inspection __ 1 Part B Call-In
THIS REFORT 7] 2 X3 REPORT "~ 3 Record Review —_ 8 Withdrawal
M D Y. (Check only one) /. 4 Groundwater Evaluation __ 9 Closed Facility
__5 Foll"owup Inspection __ 0 Other
7. DATE OF EVALUATION IF TVIE EVALUATION FOLLOWS AN INITIAL EVALUATION _5_ __5_ F7A
(Enter date only if different fram 5.) - Y
8. AREA & CLASS OF VIOLATION - 9. EVALUATION OOMMENTS
(Enter X' in box if violations
found, Enter 'O' if no :
violations found.) X .
Class of _ ' RESP | Free
_Violation ' ' Area of Violation Agency Fields
- GWM CL/PC FIN/RESP PT B (MPL/SCH Manifest Other 2 3
11 : ' . i '
10. ENFORCEMENT ACTION 11. ENFORCEMENT CQOMMENIS
(Most frequently used codes are
listed below. See Instructions
for additional codes. )
Violation : - Action -| Campliance Date Status Penalty Resp - Free
Class | Area Type Date Scheduled | Actual [Code Date Assess | Collect | Agency Fields
(use code)| Taken 2

Codes for Enforcement Actions: 03 = Warning Letter 12, For State Use
04 = Campliance Camplaint _
05 = Administrative Order
10 = Infomal

Codes for Enforcement Statuss A = Active/progressing to resolution
R = Resolved/no further action required
X = Pending/no response
. P = Progressed to subsequent action

State
Joint State/U.S. EPA

Codes for Responsible Agency: S
Jd

Crrntrmisare 27 rana






